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One of the common complaints regarding technological *,* 

implementation in the classroom is the lack of teacher training that i\ 
is available,. My curiosity regarding this article is how this program, *< 
with its intentional use of technology, influenced these teachers' i 1 , 
later usfe of technology when they became classroom teachers. One h 
of the most interesting things about this study is the suggestion i l , 
that it's not just one thing that Iteads fp a teacher becoming \\ 

successful at fully using technold^yifi the classroom i' 
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Dawson, C., & Rakes, G. C. The influence of principals' technology training 
on the integration of technology into schools. Journal of Research 
on Technology in Education, 36(1), 29. 

When it comes to the integration of technology in the classroom 
how much does the principal's own technology training play a.role'p 
in how this is handled. This study looked at the correlation between^ 
the level of integration the principal’s own experience and others 
factors such as age, gender, years of administrative experience. 

Part of my wanting to include thiotudy is to help round out the 
"usual" suspects when it comes to determining factors of success 
in bringing technology or technological integration to a school site. 

Eskelin, A. (2001). Technology Acquisition: Buying the Future of Your 
Business. San Francisco, CA: Addison-Wesley. 

I was attracted to this "manual" because it breaks down the various 
steps needed to meaningfully implement technology in ones 
business. Unfortunately, $’$ been my experience that technological 
acquisition and implementation at K-6 school sites is often left to 
whomever happens to be in the office when the principal is 
reminded that they need to turtfin a P.O. that afternoon or they'll 
lose their portion of the fund. In some school districts the 
purchasing is carefully controlled, but to the point where the 
implementation is a "one-sizb fits all" sort of thing that does not 
engender innovation or progress. 
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Comment: Good work overall- you’ve done a 
good job using Endnote, several of your references 
are missing the year, (see comments below) There is 
probably just a setting in Endnote you need to 
change to ensure proper capitalization within your 
reference output. Please review APA manual for 
examples of properly formatted references. 

Your sources seem to address your topic well, and 
your annotations arc detailed enough to make it easy 
for you to differentiate between sources. One 
suggestion would be to include how you might use 
each source in the future - this will prove to be 
especially helpful as you continue to use Endnote for 
other courses, and even more so when you begin 
gathering and reading sources for your dissertation. 
Well done overall. 

Grade: A 
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Comment: Use sentence capitalization for book 
titles- capitalize only 1* word, proper nouns, and 1* 
word after a colon. 
















| Finn, S., & Inman, J. G r (Yeaf?). Digital Unity and Digital Divide: Surveying 
Alumni to Study Effects Of a Campus Laptop Initiative. Journal of 
Research on Technology in Education, 36(3), 297. 

Another interesting study about a "successful" technology 
implementation that was large and somewhat "top down." The 
study was largely concerned with digital divide and gender-bias 
related to technology issues. But there's something to be said 
about a large scale technology roll-ouCthat shows positive results 
ten-years after it's implementation. The relevance of the study may 
not be so great, considering that ipy focus is on technology roll¬ 
outs and resistance on K-5/6 school sites. 

Kirkland, J. (j^Sr Gorman, M. Introduction. Library Trends, 47(4), 605. 

Not a research article but one about when technological 
implementation seems to be getting in the way of the basic 
enterprise of the job. It seems to be another case where a certain 
level of automation, meant to make the librarians' job easier has 
very much taken on a life of its own. 
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Kozma, R. B. Technology and classroom practices: An international study. 
Journal of Research on Technology in Education, 56(1), |l|. 

This study looks at technological implementation in 28.countries x 
Part of my thought is that much of the complaints about 
technological implementation in the US might be, in parti based on 
not have a large enough view on how technology can work in the 
classroom around the world. VJ/ 

Mellon, C. A. Technology and the great pendulum of education. Journal of 
Research on Computing in Education, 32( 1), 28. 
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This article acknowledges that there is a big picture in the 
implementation of technology and educational practice that tends 
to sweep from one extreme to the next. This article dares to ask 
just how important the individual teacher is to the successful use of 
technology in the classroom. It looks at the promises made.by the 
vendors that the learning process can be reduced tb a software 
package, making the human teacher less critical to the process. 

Rheingold, H. (2002). Smart Mobs: the Next Social Revolution. 

Cambridge, MA: Basic Books. 
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This book was the catalyst for my queries about who or what it is 
that will hold up full implementation of technology in the classroom. 
Rheingold's observation of the growind\ubiquity of technology in 
the hands of young people^ cr^rtng^inexpected detours around 
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Does the success of a tfeaihfei 1 ^ ln^mdritation of technology 
depend on the quality of support that teacher gets from his/her 
school district. How muctrresponsibility does a district bear in the 
development of a teacher as a computer using educator? This 
article looks at that question from the point of view of the district's 
superintendent. 

Vannatta, R. A., & Fordham, N. Teacher Dispositions as Predictors o| 
Classroom Technology Use. Journal of Research on&Qshndl 
Education, 36(3), 253. A 
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